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AN APPEAL. 


W, the ſociety of Methodiſts, in Huddersfield and 
its neighbourhood, who have united with what is called 
the New Connexion of Methodiſts, are forry that we 
are obliged to make this appeal to the public ; but the 
neceſſity of it appears to us from two conſiderations : 
Firſt, che attack made upon our characters, as honeſt 
men, from the preſs, the pulpit, and in private : Se- 
condly, the deſire of perſons, not immediately con- 
nefted with us, for a ſtatement of the caſe; many 
things having been miſrepreſented. We, cherefore, 
think it our duty to comply, by giving, as far as we are 
able, a juſt and impartial ſtatement of matters of fact, 
with a few obſervations, that the public, in general, may 
be enabled to judge for themſelves. 2 


For ſome years paſt, numerous things have happened, 
tending to alarm the methodiſt connexion, and cauſing 
many of its members ſeriouſly to conſider their ſtate and 

| danger. Several united, to remove the cauſe of the evils 
I with which, as a body, we were threatened; but iheir ef. 
forts proved in vain. One cauſe for alarm was, what is 
termed, the London Law Suit as far as we! ſs able, 
at that time, to judge of its nature, from hat f d 
in hs public prints, and the * of the 


ME | 
dant preacher at Huddersfield, G. Gn, it amount- 
ed to this queſtion, Whether the Truſlees or the Con- 


ference had a legal right to the chapels? and in this 
we find we were not miſtaken. 


The conduct of the preacher, above alluded to, was as 
follows: While the above-mentioned ſuit was in chan- 
cery, he commanded the Truſtees for Huddersfield cha- 
. pel, to bring their books and ſettle them before him; and 
obſerved to the truſtees, That they were no maſters there, 
but the conference were. One of them aſking him the 
queſtion, What are we ?—he anſwered, CYPHERS. 


Another of our ſuperintendants, Mr. B—r, at a 
meeting held in the chapel, in Auguſt, 1797, on that 
matter being agitated, was deſired to give an explana- 
tion of the ſuit. He obſerved, Two things were tried, 
and a third in diſpute was agreed ; but one of the cauſes 
tried, was to the point in hand, and the deciſion proved 
the Truſtees wERE NOT CYPRERS in the eye of 
the law. The following were the particulars :—The Con- 
ference had occupied, for ſome years, a part of the truſt 
premiſes, as warehouſes, for the uſe of the printing bu- 
fineſs, and, while Mr. Weſley lived, the Truſtees made 
no demand of the rent; becauſe, when they fell ſhort 
of money to defray the expences that came againſt the 
places, Mr. Weſley made up the deficiencies ; but after 
his death, that reſource being cut off, they made a de- 
mand; it was diſputed, tried in chancery, and given in 
favour of the Majority of the Truſtees,* The ground 
upon which the Conference claimed a right to the cha- 
pels will hereafter appear. 


* The Galt was tried in the name of the minority, who had eſpouſed 
: the cauſe of the Conference, | 
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Another circuniſtance that tended to raiſe an inquiry 

in the minds of many ſocieties, was an addreſs from 
Newcaſtle upon Tyne, in the beginning of the year 
1796, which was ſent to Huddersfield and other places. 
Its contents were read and examined in a quarterly meet- 
ing, and unammouſly approved of; our two miniſters, 
Mr. Br and Mr. Ls not excepted. Mr. B——r 
declared, in the meeting, that, He had ſeen, for ten 
years back, the neceſſity of what it recommended. In 
that addreſs, ſpeaking of the condutt of the Conference 
to the ſocieties, as being contrary to ſcripture, and-the 
natural order of ſociety, they ſay, We know but 
* of two precedents to countenance it; the one is the 
« papal authority, the other tyrannical civil govern- 
% ments; both theſe aſſume a power of diftating to 
© their people, and require implicit faith, and paſſive 
„% obedience.” We make this ſhort extraft, in order 
that perſons, who have never ſeen that addreſs, may 
form ſome judgment what the quarterly meeting and 
our two preachers, at that time, thought of the con- 
duct of the Conference. What further cauſed the ſo— 
cieties, in many places, to ſtand forward and remonſtrate 
with the Conference, was a pamphlet publiſhed by one 
of their body, Alexander Kilham, with the treatment he 
met with before, and at the Conference held in Lon- 
don, 1796. 


In that pamphlet, the author endeavoured. to point 
out the evils which we, as a body, laboured under, with 
the cauſes of them, and propoſed a remedy, &c. for which 
he was expelled the connexion. At the ſame time, the 
Conference made three rules, which gave great offence 
io many ſocieties. Therfirſt reſpected local preachers, * 


* By local preachers are meant thoſe perſons who, in general, follow - 
ſome calling or buſineſs, and preach on the ſabbath days. 
B 2 
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forbidding them to preach the goſpel in any circuit, bnt 
that in which they lived, except they produced a certifi- 
' cate or recommendation from the circuit they left, and 
gained the full conſent of the ſuperintendant preacher 
of the circuit they entered. So that if a local preacher - 
reſided on the border of a circuit forty miles in cir- 
cumference, and a friend of his, in another, deſired oy 
invited him to preach at his houſe, if it were not half a 
mile from the place, the full conſent of the ſuperin- 
tendant muſt be obtained, though he might be at the 
diſtance of twenty miles, or a poſitive law of the Con- 
- ference be broken, 


The ſecond reſpeQed the liberty of the preſs, and 
ſtood thus : That as the preachers are eminently one 
„ body, nothing ſhould be done by any one individual, 
„% which would be prejudicial to the whole, or any part 
„thereof. Therefore, no preacher. ſhall publiſh any 
thing but what is given to the Conference, and printed 
at our own preſs. The book committee to deter- 
« mine what is proper to be printed.“ | 


> N. B. The book committee are the perſons that 
| . chiefly manage the affairs of the connexion. 


The third rule ran thus, © To prevent unruly or un- 

«*« thinking perſons from diſturbing our people, it was 

% ordered, That no man, or number of men, in our 

6 connexion, ſhall circulate letters, call meetings, or 

« attempt to do any thing new, till it has firſt been ap- 
++ pointed by the Conference.” 


| We would juſt obſerve, with reſpeR to theſe three 
8 rules, that the firſt evidently tends to increaſe the autho- 
rity of ſuperintendant preachers over their local brethren; 
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—as for the ſecond, they well knew ſome of the preach- 
ers, beſides A. Kilham, had written upon ſubjetts not 
agreeable to them; and, that the people, in many pla- 
ces, had great cauſe to be diſſatisfied with the conduRt 
of the Conference. But, in-order to prevent informa- 
tion in that way, it ſeems they agreed, to have no more 
publiſhed than what the ruling preachers thought proper 
to be printed, What an inſtance of toleration !—It is 
natural to ſuppoſe, nothing would be thought proper 
that tended to endanger their authority. 


After they had given ſuch power to the ſuperintendants 
over their local brethren, and ſecured the preachers, they, 
in a moſt unjuſtifiable manner, fell upon the liberty of 
every individual member of the connexion, abſolutely 
forbidding them (in the third rule,) to circulate letters, 
or any number of them meeting together, in order to 
take into conſideration the things that peculiarly con- 
cerned them, except the Conference firſt appointed it. 
Other things have given the ſocieties much concern, but 
thefe we deem ſufficient. 


When we, with ſeveral other ſocieties, conſidered the 
the growing power and influence of the Conference, 
and the encroachments made upon our civil and religi- 
ous liberties, we conſidered it our indiſpenſable duty to 
ſtand forward, and, in concert with them, endeavour, by 
all the peaceable means in our power, to have matters 
put upon ſuch a foundation, that the Conference and 
people, jointly, might become * emunently one body ;” 
ſo that the intereſt of the people ſhould. be that of 
the preachers, and the very appearance of ſeparate inte- 
reſts baniſhed from amongſt us. We now lay before you 
the ſteps we have taken to accompliſh this deſirable end. 
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The firſt was a meeting, at Huddersfield, of a few 
brethren, to take into conſideration the propriety of 


calling a general meeting of the circuit, in order, that 


the ſenſe of the whole ſociety might be had, reſpect- 
ing our then ſituation ;—it was thought neceſſary, and 
a ſhort addreſs drawn up, and ſent through the cir- 
cuit, earneſtly entreating our brethren to attend in the 
chapel at Huddersfield, on the 28th of October, 1796; 
accordingly the meeting was attended by perſons from 
various parts, and, after mature deliberation, it was re- 
ſolved, almoſt unanimouſly, that an addreſs, to the con- 
nexion at large, ſhould be drawn up, (expreſſive of the 
ſenſe of that meeting,) and circulated amongſt the ſo- 
cieties. 


In that addreſs, we ſtated our grievances, and the regu- 
lations we conceived proper for our future peace and 
proſperity ; and endeavoured to prove, that what we de- 
fired, was conſiſtent with the ſcriptures, ns could not, 
therefore, reaſonably be . 


Numerous are the evils which flow from inordinate 
ambition, and that hateful ſource alone was produftive 
of all thoſe which afflicted us. Nothing leſs than acting 
independently of the people, in almoſt every thing, would 
ſatisfy the Conference! nothing leſs than being what they 
ſlile themſelves, © eminently one body.“ 


There was, at that time, no fixed poſitive rule for a 
preacher to conſult the ſociety, either with reſpett to the 
admiſſion or excluſion of members, ſo that many have 
been the injuries occaſioned by the condutt of ſome 
preachers, expelling members without the knowledge of 
the ſociety, or even the perſons ſo excluded being ſpoken 
to, reſpecting their faults, real or ſuppoſed. The preach- 
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ers have exerciſed, as their right, the appointing of per- 
ſons to, or removing them from, offices in the church, 
ſuch as leaders, ſtewards, &c. alſo the n of others 
to be members of their own body. 


The manner of ſelecting perſons for travelling preach- 
ers, was in general as follows: A ſuperintendant preach- 
er recommended, to the Conference, whom he thought 
proper to become one of their body, (no other recom- 
mendation being neceſſary ;) and many have been ſo ap- 
pointed, to the ſurpriſe of the ſocieties from which they 
have been taken. If this open door to diſorder and death 
had been the only grievance we laboured under, it was 


ſufficient, (if properly conſidered,) to make the whole 


connexion, as the voice of one man, inſiſt on its being 
ſhut, or properly guarded. 


On the Conference plan, the ſocieties have no voie 
in the choice of their miniſters, directly or indirectly. 
Diſti meetings and conferences, for making or execu- 
ting laws or rules for the whole body, were ſecret meet- 
ings, as it reſpected the people: no ſociety, nor all of 
them jointly, being permitted to have a ſingle voice there. 
And however unſcriptural and oppreſſive ſuch laws or 
rules might be, the people muſt obey; or be ſubje& to 
the cenſure of the Conference. To ſhew that ſome-of 
them have been both, we refer the reader to the three 
rules abovementioned. The public collections, viz. the 
yearly and Kingſwood, have been entirely of their diſ- 
poſing, without any ſatis factory account being given of 
the expenditure, to the people from whom it had been 


colletted : * and when we conſidered that eighty pounds. 


* We are ready to acknowledge, that the Conference, in the year, 
1796, (after Mr. Kilham had publiſhed his pamphlet againſt abuſes, 
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| had been loſt in paſſing through the hands of a few of 


them, we thought the people ought to know what be- 
came of their money, by having a voice in the diſburſe- 
ment of it. Theſe are a few of the grievances we la- 
boured under, with the conſequences that attended them. 


A 

We ſhall now Rate the particulars which we deſired 
might be adopted, for the peace of the connexion ; and 
if the Conference had agreed to them, or ſomething ſi- 
milar, we are bold to affirm, that the diviſion in the me- 
thodiſt connexion would not have taken place. With 
reſpect to the reaſonableneſs of them, the reader may 
judge ;—they confiſt of eight particulars, 


1. Let poſitive laws be enafted by the Conference, 
that no perſon ſhall be received into, or excluded from, 
the connexion, but by the concurrence of a meeting of 
the leaders, &c. called for that purpoſe. 


2. That no leaders or ſtewards ſhall be appointed to, 
or removed from, their office, but by the concurrence 
of the major part of a full leaders meeting. 


g. That no perſon ſhall be allowed to exerciſe as lo- 
cal preacher, without the approbation of the major part 
of a full leaders* meeting; and that no perſon receive a 
plan, as a local preacher, until he is mentioned and ap- 
proved 1n a quarterly meeting. 


4. That no perfon ſhall go out to travel, under any 


pretence whatever, until he is both mentioned and ap- 


proved by the leaders and quarterly meeting. 


&c.) began to give a detailed account of the expenditure of the yearly 
collection, but it proved ſo erroneons, that they gave a ſecond edition 
with amendments ! 


11 
3. That no perſon, received on trial, ſhall be admits 
ted into full connexion, without being recommended by 
the two laſt circuits Where he has travelled, expreſſed in 


writing, from their quarterly meeting to the diſtrict meet- 
ing and the Conference. 


6. That no circuit ſtewards ſhall be appointed to, or 
removed from, their office, without the concurrence of 
the quarterly meeting; and that no ſteward abide longer 
than two years 1n that office, unleſs in particular caſes, 


mutually agreed upon by the brethren who are preſent 
upon the occaſion. 


7. That two or more delegates, choſen by the peo- 
ple, without the leaſt interference, directly or indirectly, 
from the preachers, be appointed by each circuit, to at- 
tend the diſtrict meetings, poſſeſſed of equal powers with 
the preachers, and required to aſſiſt in tranſacting all the 
affairs which are brought into thoſe meetings. And, 


8. That theſe delegates, when aſſembled together at a 
diſtrict meeting, ſhall ele& two or more, from their bo- 


dy, to attend the Conference. Theſe delegates ſhall poſ- 


ſeſs equal powers with the preachers, in every reſpect; 
they ſhall carry in all the public collections, and aſſiſt in 
diſburſing them: no new laws or rules ſhall be made 
-without their concurrence ; and all the laws and rules 
reſpecting diſcipline, that already exiſt, ſhall only be 
binding, by being reviſed with their ſpecial ſanction ; 
particularly thoſe laws and rules made fince the death 
of Mr. Weſley. 


—- 


Previous to publiſhing the addreſs, above alluded to, 
at a leaders meeting, called upon a certain occaſion, at 
Huddersfield, between the diſtri meeting and the Con- 
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ference, in 1796, among other ſubjeQts, a converſation 
took place, relative to a regulation in our church affairs; 
in the former part of which we were led to hope for ſome 
redreſs, but, before the concluſion, we had much di ſcou- 
ragement. Our ſuperintendant preacher, Mr. Br, 
ſpeaking upon the yearly collection, declared he would 
not take it to Conference, except he had a note from the 
circuit ſteward, ſpecifying the ſum; adding, if he might 
have his mind, no money ſhould come into the hands of 
a preacher, but be taken by the delegates, and that they 
ſhould. fit in Conference, till all temporal buſineſs was 
ſettled, at the leaſt; and ſaid he, © We have agreed, in 
our diſtrict meeting, that five or ſeven delegates be ad- 
mitted into it.” But Mr. L——s ſaid, No, brother, 
you are miſtaken ; you know it was propoſed that five 
or ſeven be admitted, but it was objected to, on this ac- 
count, viz. That, if ſo many were admitted, we (that 
is, the preachers,) could not carry our point, ſo it was 
agreed for—a number.” On the minute being read, it 
was found as the ſecretary of that meeting, Mr. s, 
ſaid; and we commend him for his honeſty in that caſe. 


LY 


© We could not carry our point » What could 
theſe words imply? Whence their fear ?—Can preach- 


ers of Chriſt Jeſus tremble in fuch a manner? Have 


hey cauſe for wiſhing their actions to be benefited hy 
concealment ? We could not forbear conſidering the 
above as a plain, undiſguiſed acknowledgment, that diſ- 
trict meetings and Conference have points to carry, that 
are oppoſite to the intereſts of the people. We aſk, Is 
it right for miniſters of the goſpel, who profeſs to preach 
Chriſt Jeſus the Lord, and themſelves the ſervants of the 
churches, for his ſake, to attempt to carry any points 
which they well knew would be oppoſed by the people, 
if they were ſuffered to enjoy their privileges as mem- 
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bers of a chriſtian ſociety; and who, it may reaſonably be 
ſuppoſed, would not object to any point being carried 
which they were convinced would be really beneficial. 


At another meeting, before the addreſs was publiſhed, 
Mr. Birr, who called it, was preſent; and, on the rules 
before-mentioned being brought forward, declared his diſ- 
approbation of one of them in very ſtrong terms. He ſaid, 
before he would ſubmit to it, he would have his arm cut 
from his body; and at the next conference, which was to 
be at Leeds, he would vote for it to be given into the 
hands of the common hangman, to be burnt. How 
changeable, how inconſiſtent is man! Let Mr. B-—r 

look to his behaviour, and endeavour, if poſſible; to re- 
concile it.—It will, in this place, be juſt to obſerve, that, 
at the ſame time, Mr. Br objected to two things in 
our conduct: one was, admitting Mr. Kilham to preach 
in the chapel, after his expulſion ;—the ſecond was, pub- 
liſhing our addreſs, or at leaſt doing it ſo long before 
the meeting of Conference; obſerving that nothing could 
be done before then, and perbaps we might become cool, 
and nothing be done ; and he could wiſh us to gain what 


was wanted. 


The Truſtees were well perſuaded that Mr. Kilham 
was an injured man, and that for pleading the people's 
cauſe, and could not, with a good conſcience, reje& 
him :—as for publiſhing our addreſs, and fo early too, 
we were conſcious that ſocieties making application ſin- 
gly would avail very little ; but the more that came for- 
ward, the greater the probability of ſucceſs. After the 
addreſs was publiſhed, as we knew little more could be 
done till the meeting of Conference, the buſineſs in a 
great meaſure reſted, and perhaps ſome perſons might 
ſuppoſe we had loſt, (as had been thought we maght,) 
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our-zeal in the cauſe; but we had ſeriouſly weighed the 
matter, and were thoroughly convinced, that, if ſome ef- 
ſettual meaſures were not adopted, the ſame evils which 
had proved ruinous to churches in former ages, would, 
from like cauſes, fall upon us. 


A little before Conference met, a meeting was called, 
in order to appoint perſons to attend at Leeds, to aft in 
conjunction with others ſent from various parts of the 
kingdom. At the time appointed, the perſons ſo autho- 
riſed met, and, after much deliberation, ſent their re- 
queſts, in writing, to the Conference, which were nearly 
the ſame in ſubſtance as the eight particulars above-men- 
tioned. They received an anſwer, in writing; the fol- 


lowing 1s a copy. 
© Dear brethren, 


«© We received your letter, and it was read in 
© the Conference, and the incloſed is the anſwer. 


In behalf of the Conference, 
We are affectionately yours, &c. 


T. COKE, Preſident, 
S. BRADBURN, Secretary.” 


The incloſed was an addreſs to the methodiſt ſocieties, 
in which there was an account of ſome regulations they 


had made, which were good as far as they went; but 


what the Conference gave up may be compared to the 
lopping off a few luxuriant branches, while the root 
was left entire and ſtrongly guarded ; for they refuſed 
the ſocieties any admiſſion into diſtrict meetings and 
Conference. The veil was ftill kept up between the 
people and them, and it ſeems they were determined 


„ J 


(whatever might be the conſequence) to act in this re- 
ſpect as heretofore, independently of the people. 


As to their making and executing laws for the whole 
body, they pretended to have given up ſome of their pow- 
er to the people; the reader may judge. They enacted, 
ſhould the Conference make a new rule, a major part 
of a quarterly meeting, in conjunction with the preach- 
ers, may refuſe to be ſubject to it for one year; but if 
the Conference ſee good to confirm it, the next year, 
<< jt ſhall be binding upon the whole connexion.” We 
aſk, did the Conference, in reality, give up any of their 
undue power in this important reſpect? We might, 
upon A certain condition not be ſubje@ to a new rule 
for one year; but the Conference declared, if they 
confirmed it, we muſt ſubmit, however injurious to re- 
ligion, and whatever number of ſocieties objefted to it. 


We aſk any unprejudiced perſon, Would it not be 
much better, and more conſiſtent with the ſcriptures, 
for the minſters and people to aft in union with each 


other, n wich ee 


for ever? 


After the requeſts of the ſocieties were denied, we 
might reaſonably have expected, the Conference would 
have given ſome reaſons, why they could not agree to 
them, and thoſe reaſons founded upon the ſcriptures ; 
but, to our aſtoniſhment, the reverſe was the caſe; the 
common method was purſued, a flood of (what we he- 
ſitate not to call) perſecution was poured forth, upon 
all thoſe ſocieties that dared to withdraw- from the 
old connexion, on account of the Conference rejecting 
their propoſals for a more ſolid union. 

C 
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and unworthy meaſures ; for, with reſpeR to ſome of their 


E 

In their addreſſes to the brethren in Ireland and Ame- 

rica, and other publications, they repreſent us as tur- 

bulent diſturbers of Zion, as tares ſeparating from the 

wheat, diſciples of Thomas Paine, and enemies to our 
king and our country. ö 


We inquire again, Could any procceding be more 
inconſiſtent with their charaRters as miniſters of the goſ- 
pel of peace? as perſons that preach to others the pre- 
cepts of Chriſt Jefus ? ſuch as, If thine enemy be hun- 
gry give him meat, if thirſty give him drink ; if ye love 
them that love you, what do ye more than others, for 
ſinners love ſinners ; but I ſay unto you love your ene- 
mies, &c. Or could ſuch a conduct be calculated to 
convince us of our error, (if in one,) or reclaim us from - 
it? Surely not; on' the contrary, it was a convincing 
evidence to us, that the ſteps we have taken were neceſ- 
ſary. If our eyes had not ſeen, and our ears heard, we 
could not have thought it poſſible for them to have 
abted in the manner they have done. 


In what degree they were bleſſed with the gift of 
diſcerning ſpirits, or diſtinguiſhing between the tares and 
the wheat, we preſume not to ſay ; but, believe them 
to be perſons ſubjett to like infirmities with ourſelves, 


and in this reſpe may poſſibly err. We doubt not but 


many, who are repreſented in this light, if they had 
continued in the old connexron, and ſupported” the 
Conference in their meaſures, would have been conſi- 

dered, in their building, as poliſhed ſtones. | 


As for the other part of our character, any unprejudic- 
ed perſon might ſee through the deſign; but we were ſur- 
priſed to ſee Fathers in Chriſt,” deſcend to ſuch mean 
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appellations, we are much of the ſame mind as S. Brad- 
burn, {the ſecretary who ſigned the addreſſes above al- 
luded to, on behalf of the Conference.) In a ſermon he 
publiſhed in 1794, preached at Briſtol, from ad Corin- 
thians, viii chap. and 14 verſe, * That there may be 
equality,” we find the following remarkable paſlage, 
page zth: When we read in the hiſtory of England, 
« the names by which contending parties have diſtin- 
« guiſhed each other, ſuch as cavileers and roundheads, 
<4 petitioners and abhorrers, whigs and tories, and 


When we conſider how odious any of theſe appella- 


“tions rendered thoſe to whom they were applied, in 
<« the. eſteem of the oppoſite party, it will not be 
«. thought a matter of indifference, by what names we 
© are called, or what phraſes we make uſe of. Some 
*«. of theſe party names are now unintelligible, except 
% to reading people, and no paſſion is excited by their 
6 being mentioned; but there are other words adopted 
in their room, whieh are reciprocally applied with 
equal virulence,” 


Query, With all S. Bradburn's reading (together 
with that of the reſt of his brethren in Conference) 
of the hiſtory of England, &c. would it not have 
been much better if they had avoided the evils there 
related, and which he, in the ſermon above-named, 
condemns, rather than have increaſed the dreadful 
catalogue ?—— Page 11, ſpeaking of all men having 
an equal right to unlimited, uncontrouled liberty- of 
conſcience ; we meet with the following declaration. 
“The man who. would fine or impriſon another for 
« praying or preaching [and we would add, for acting 
according to the dictates of his conſcience, in leay- 
ing a chriſtian ſociety he was formerly connected with, ] 
„ would not * carry his point further, nor be 

gk | 


3 
ſatisfied but with the death of thoſe who oppoſed 


« him: burning them alive is only the ſame principle 
operating with greater energy. It is in vain to urge, 
that force may be of uſe to reclaim ignorant, refrac- 
tory people: perſecution may make hypocrites; but 
it never did, it never will make rational converts to 
pure and undefiled religion. The utmoſt length that 
mortal beings have any right to go, in ſtriving to 
«© make others think and act as they do, in religious ſub- 
6 jeQs, is to reaſon with, and perſuade them, by affec- 
| 4 ttonate words and ſound argument.” 


How affectionate were the words, how ſound the argu- 
ments we received from Conference! Has not S. Bradburn, 
&c. gone far beyond the bounds he here lays down? Who - 
could have imagined that this man, after publiſhing his 
ſentiments, in ſuch ſtrong language, to the world, would 
have appeared in public, at the addreſſes above- noticed? 
If we had not ſeen ſo many proofs of the inconſiſtencies 
of ſome preachers, we ſhould have been more ſurpriſed 
than we were, had it been poſſible. ** Thou, therefore, 
© who teacheſt another, teacheſt thou not thyſelf ? 


* Thou, that preacheſt a man, ſhould not ſteal; doſt 
„ thou ſteal ? 


Suppoſe a man were bleſſed with a numerous off- 
ſpring, and, in proceſs of time, a part of his family 
thought their father withheld from them ſome privileges 
they had a right to, and they ſtate their grievances to him, 
and deſire that thoſe privileges might be granted; but their 
father does not think proper to alter his conduct toward 
them; in conſequence of which, a part of his children 
withdraw themſelves from under his immediate care. 
Suppoſe further, the facher was to publiſh to the world, 
that thoſe children were none of his, that they were 
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baftards and not ſons, and was to endeavour to fix ſuch 
a mark of reproach upon them, as to invite all perſons, 
deſtitute of love to them, like himſelf, to do them 
an injury, what would all tender-hearted parents ſay 
of fuch a-man? Would they not conclude, that he 
was deſtitute of every feeling peculiar to parents for 
their children? that he was void of humanity, and a mon- 
ſter in nature? It is eaſy to apply the above ſuppoſed 
_ caſe; but“ Father forgive them,” (it would be well if 
it could be added) they know not what they do.“ 


But to return. After the Conference had denied our 
requeſts, the perſons authoriſed to treat with them, on 
behalf of the ſocieties, with a few preachers, (who left 
them for- conſcience ſake, and came to our help,) form- 
ed themſelves into a regular meeting, and proceeded to 
buſineſs. Preachers were appointed by that meeting for 


various circuits, and the Conference was informed, they - 


did not need to appoint any preachers, to ſupply ſuch 
chapels as had been declared, in the meeting, for the 
new connexion, amongſt which was the chapel of Hud- 
dersfield. The Conference notwithſtanding appoint- 
ed three preachers for Huddersfield circuit, as uſual ; 


and, from the conduct of ſome of them, it appeared 


that they were determined to preach in the chapel, againſt 
the will of the Truſtees, and of the majority of the ſoci- 
ety, at Huddersfield and its neighbourhood. 


After the Truſtees were informed that the Conference 
had appointed ſuch preachers, they came to this conclu- . 


ſion ; as the travelling preachers ſupplied the chapel only 

every other ſabbath day, and ſometimes on the ſabbath 

day evenings, they might preach as uſual, and the preach- 

ers who were our choice, on the vacant days, fo that 

it would be, nearly, as wy at liberty for the one as the 
, 3 
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other; and had not the Truſtees been driven, by the con⸗ 
duct of the preachers, to exert their authority, or give 


up the chapel] wholly to the Conference, they would at 


that - time have ſtood to their concluſion. This renders 
it neceſſary to give an impartial ſtatement of the chapel, 
together with an account of the conduR of the Truſtees 
reſpecting the ſame. 

About twenty-three years ago, a few brethren en- 
gaged to build a place for the public worſhip of God; 


for the convenience and uſe of the methodiſts, in Hud- 


dersfield and its vicimty. They appointed a perſon to 
purchaſe the ground, and a chapel was ereted upon it; 


and, with a little aſſiſtance from ſubſcriptions, money 
begged in various parts, and money borrowed, for which 


they were reſponſible, the whole was completed. They 
then began to conſider about committing it to truſt, in 
order that it might be preſerved, for the purpoſe for 
which it was built, to future generations. Accordingly a 
deed was executed, and, through the perſuaſions of ſome 
of the preachers, they got it ſettled upon what 1s called 
the Conference plan ; the ſubſtance of which was, and 
on which they found their right, that it ſhould be for the 
uſe of Mr. Weſley, and the Conference, after his death, 
and no other.. At the ſame time, the original Truſtees, 
and, we think, other perſons that ſubſcribed any thing to- 
wards it, had not any idea of the chapel ever being claim- 
ed by the preachers, in the manner it has been; but it 
appeared that the Conference conſidered the chapels, ſo 
ſettled, as ſecured to them; and if the law had acknow- 
ledged a methodiſt Conference, they might have gained 
this point; but the deciſion of the ſuit, at London, 
proved, that there was no proviſion for a Conference: 
in the eye of the law it was a nullity. 
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If the Conference had built the chapel, and ſettled it 
upon truſtees, for the uſe of themſelves and their ſuc- 
ceſſors, the charge of robbery, which en brought 
forward, would have been juſt ; but the Male was quite 
different: the Conference was not at one farthing ex- 
pence towards building it, nor reſponſible for any mo- 
nies borrowed upon it. And here we would aſk, 
Who appointed the original Truſtees to their office 
of truſt? Not the Conference ; they had nothing at all 
to do in the buſineſs ; and if the Truſtees had been over- 
perſuaded by ſome of the preachers, whoſe views were 
not of an honourable nature, to bind themſelves to re- 
ceive the preachers ſent by the Conference, they have 
reaſon to be thankful, that the bond was not legal ; and 
it is beyond diſpute that they did nothing which was il- 
legal in objecting to ſuch preachers. 


We are ſatisfied that, as they had no legal right to it, 
(their claim being of a legal nature,) they have no juſt 
claim upon it. The Truſtees conſider themſelves in truſt 
for the ſociety at Huddersfield and its neighbourhood, 
and no other, and they have acted agreeably to the ma- 
jority of the perſons for whom they are in truſt. 


At preſent, there is a debt of four hundred pounds upon 
the chapels; and if the dwelling-houſe be united to it, as 
formerly, it will be two hundred pounds more; making, 
in the whole, {ix hundred pounds; and no perſons what- 
ever are anſwerable for any part thereof, but the Truſtees, 
one of whom advanced the whole ſum. All the money 
ſubſcribed, and begged in various parts of the country, 
does notamo unt to two hundred pounds ; nor can all the 
members of the old connexion, as ſubſcribers, claim fif- 
teen pounds: who then, we aſk, has in juſtice the moſt 
right to the place? the Truſtees and the ſociety, or the 
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Conference? and what becomes of the charge of rob- 
bery, &c. ſo induſtriouſly circulated ? With reſpect to 
the ſmall ſum ſubſcribed by our brethren in tlie old con- 
nexion, we {ome time ago made a propoſal to ſettle that 
buſineſs, as may be ſeen hereafter. We ſhall, in the 
mean time, give an account of the ſteps taken by the 
Truſtees, reſpecting the chapel, and the alteration made 
in the original deed, as, it appears, this is one of the 
greateſt charges brought againſt us. 


In the year 1796, it became neceſſary to renew the 
deed, as the original Truſtees were reduced, by deaths, 
below the number ſpecified in it: and, at a meeting held 
at the chapel, on another occaſion, a few weeks before 
the conference, in 1796, Mr. B r addreſſed the Truſ- 
tees in the following manner: © It is time for you to 
* renew your deed, as you are got below your number; 
« and I would adviſe you, when you do it, to add afreſh 
« clauſe, viz. that, in caſe there ſhould be a diviſion, and 
« twoconferences commence, you ſhould have it in your 
te power to chooſe from which you will be fupplied.” 
Whether Mr. Br had an eye to a diviſion which had 
been expected, ſome time before, to take place among 
the preachers, or to that which has actually taken place 
in the ſocieties, we cannot ſay ; but it appeared to us, 
that he had ſome expeQation of one, and, from the na- 
ture of the advice ; we thought he meant to take the ſide 
againſt the old Conference. Whatever might then be 
his views, it was the firſt time any alteration was propo- 
fed ; however, the matter reſted as it was till after the 
memorable Conference held in London in 1796. 


The ſteps taken by the preachers at that time, the op- 
poſition thereto, and not knowing what might be the iſ- 
ſue, made the truſtees act with more caution ; and, as a 
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new deed was to be executed before the deciſion of the 
Conference could be known, they prepared, as well as 
they could, for the worſt that might happen. 


The orginal deed being conſidered not perfectly legal, 
it was thought neceſſary, in order that the chapel 
might be ſecured for the purpoſe for which it was built, 
that the ſurviving original Truſtees ſhould make a legal 
ſurrender of all the premiſes back again, into the hands 
of the perſon they at firſt appointed to buy the ground. 
It was done accordingly, and a new deed executed, and 


the premiſes legally ſecured for the uſe at firſt s 


ed. Notwithſtanding the principal alteration made in t 

deed was, that the Truſtees ſhould not be bound to receive 
the preachers ſent by the Conference, agreeably to the 
advice given them by Mr. Bir, with only this differ- 


ence, they did not bind themſelves to any Conference ; 


yet, after he, and other preachers were objefted to, as 
agents of the Conference, ſtrange as it may appear, he, 
in a neighbouring chapel, repreſented the Truſtecs, al- 
though they had followed his advice, as worle than high- 
waymen, | 


The circumſtance which obliged the Truſtees to refuſe 
the preachers ſent by the Conference, was as follows : 
Preachers being appointed, to the Huddersfield circuit, 
by the new connexion, agreeably to the major part 
of the ſociety, one of them, (W. Thom, ) having ar- 
rived, notice was given that he would preach in the cha- 
pel, in the evening; but Mr. B—r, although appointed 
to another circuit, objected to it. One of the Truſtees 


aſked him, if W. Thom might preach when he had done, 


but that favour could not be obtained; and from other 
declarations. made at a public meeting held in the cha- 
pel, by Mr, Br and Mr. H-, it plainly appear- 
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„ 
ed to the Truſtees, that they muſt either uſe their autho- 


rity, or the preachers in che new connexion muſt not 
preach at all; therefore they conſulted with each other, 
and came to this re ſolution, that the preachers ſent by the 
old Conference ſhould not preach in the chapel any more; 
and they were informed of the ſame. In order to carry 
their reſolution into effect, with as little confuſion as poſj- 


ſible, they put a lock upon the pulpit door, that the 


preachers might ſee, as well as be informed of their de - 
termination. 
* 
On the next ſabbath day morning, our miniſter went 
into the pulpit, and the door was locked: a few minutes 


afterwards, Mr. B-—r came in, and went to the door, 


as uſual, although he knew what had been done the day 
before. In the afternoon, before the time of preaching 
Mr. Br, had taken poſſeſſion of the pulpit ; for, by 
climbing up, he, with aſſiſtance, got over the top, and 
preached that time. After which the Truſtees locked up 
the chapel; and, in the evening, Mr. B preached in 
the chapel yard, and our preacher in Mr. Lockwood's ; 


thus ended the oppoſition reſpeRing the. chapel, 


Another difficulty now preſented itſelf, (amongſt the 
many we have had to ſurmount,) namely, a dwelling 
houſe was neceſſary to be had for our preachers; and as 
there were two furniſhed, belonging to the place, we 
thought it reaſonable that one of them ſhould be deli- 
vered up to the Truſtees, for the above purpoſe. As 
both were in the poſſeſſion of the others, every peace- 
able method we could deviſe was made uſe of, in 
order to avoid any diſagreeable meaſures being adopted 
by the Truſtees. For ſome time we were given to un- 
derſtand, that they would remove as ſoon as poſſible, &c. 
When nearly fix months had elapſed, and no ſatisfac- 
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tory anſwer could be obtained, the Truſtees, ſeeing no 


proſpe& of its being done in a peaceable way, ſent each 


of the preachers a legal notice to quit the premiſes. 


Being thus circumſtanced, we were in a ſtrait what 
to do: if we engaged a houſe it would want furniſhing, 
and we knew we had not only a right to the poſſeſſion 
of the houſes, but to fo much of the furniture at leaſt, 
as would have been ſufficient for us; which we hope 
ſoon to make appear. A few furniſhed rooms were 
taken for them, at upwards of twenty pounds per year, 
although the houſes we had a right to, as a . 
were not let for fourteen. 


Agreeable to the notices ſent to the preachers, the 
premiſes were quitted, but we are ſorry to ſay, in a 


manner diſgraceful to the chriſtian name, for they ſtripped 


both the houſes, nearly of all their furniture, They left 
in the houſe furniſhed in 1794, occupied by J. Drake, 
one cupboard, and one ſmall ſhelf in the cellar; if they 
had taken the cupboard it would have let ſome ſhelves 
down which were fixed in the wall. In the houſe 6ccu- 
pied by G. Highkeld, the only things left, worth men- 
tioning, were one cupboard, two barrels, one old night 


ſtool, and an old window curtain; had the cupboard 


been taken it would have injured the paper, as part of 
it is fixed to it. There are two fixtures beſides, but they 
could not be removed. And ſo much were they afraid 
of leaving what was moveable, that' they even took 
away the aſhes and the dung, belonging not only to 
themſelves but to T. Goldthorp and John Todd. 
From the aſſurances made to us, (after the houſes at 
Nottingham had been ſtripped on a moon light night,) 
we might have expected a more. honourable concluſion, 
and that they would not have done any thing, that re- 
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quired darkneſs to cover it, but, alas! it ſtill remains a 
truth, Men love darkneſs rather than light, who find 
themſelves diſpoſed to do evil. Had it been juſt to 
take away the furniture, they might as well have done 
it by day, as by night, for the Truſtees had long before 


agreed to make no oppoſition, whether they took a part 


or the whole. And we can ſay, we are more concern- 
ed at the reproach brought upon chriſtianity, by ſuch 
mean actions, than for the loſs of the goods. Well 
may the deiſt triumph; miniſters of the goſpel of Jeſus 
Chriſt, may labour in the pulpit as hard as they pleaſe, 
to convince them of their error, but, we are perſuaded, 
nothing more confirms them in their ſentiments, than 
the unchriſtian- like conduct of many profeſſors of 
chriſtianity—certain miniſters in particular. 


On the 29th of Auguſt, 1798, ſome of the Truſtees: 
were informed that they had been for ſeveral nights remov- 
ing furniture, and that on the next morning they 
intended to finiſh the laudable buſineſs : through mere 
curioſity, one of the Truſtees roſe carly, and went 
to the place about four minutes paſt four o'clock ;—in 
leſs than five minutes afterwards, ſeveral perſons came out 
at the gates, laden with goods ; what length of time they 
had been at work he could not tell, poſſibly all night. 


Perſons had aſſembled from various parts, miles 
diſtant, with as much zeal as if in this work they were 
doing the Almighty ſome eſſential ſervice. - Indeed, 
the zeal manifeſted by them on this occaſion, brought 
to our recollettion a metaphor, which had been made 
uſe of by G. H d, to ſome of the Truſtees, viz. 
that their circuit Reward, J. W-, had his irons 
ready hot. We could not then tell what he meant 
by the expreſſion, except in reference to the goods. 
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The latter, however, was there, with his tools, who 
ſhowed they were every way qualified for the intended 
work, by purſuing meaſures, which might be compared 
to irons, heated as hot as ignorance* and prejudice could 
well make them. 


As noticed before, we hoped to make it appear, we 
had ſome right to the furniture; in order to which, it 
may be neceſſary to give an account of the original fur- 
niſhing of both houſes, what they coſt, &c. as nearly 
as can be aſcertained, becauſe more furniture had been 
got for the houſe firſt furniſhed than in the original ac- 
count. 


The houſe out of which Mr. Highfield remov- Be... 
ed was furniſhed in the year 1780, and — Wi: 1 4 


That out of which Mr. Drake removed, fur- 1 
niſhed in the year 1794, coſt i 


Whole original coſt, C. 103 9 6 


Money ſubſcribed towards furniſhing the firſt bouſe, 


Zy collection in the circuit, 
; | 
By Mr. Snowden.......... ev eden F-© 
By Mr. Hampſon ........... voce $44 
Small ſums in Huddersfield .......... „ 
By a Friend, (deceaſed) ) e. ee 


* By ignorance, is not meant a want of mental abilities, but, which 
is worſe, wilful ignorance, One of the perſons who had come about 
nine miles to aſſiſt, declared to a member of the new connexion, 


ſubjeQs relative thereto, that, * he did know nothing, and would know 
nothing.” Thoſe are the men whom certain charafters find it their in- 
tereſt to fix on fag the accompliſhment of their deſigns; and who, 
determined not to weigh the ſubje® on both fides the queſtion, are 
the moſt forward to make free our characters. 
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who was reaſoning with him, after the buſineſs was done, on 
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By the members of the new Connexion. 
L, 
/ ²˙ A 1 
Z + +208 


Mr. .— d, decidedly in in our favour, .... 
4. 25 


The ſecond houſe, furniſhed in 1 794, was defrayed by 


ſubſcriptions, by the brethren in Huddersfield, Shelly, 
Holmfirth, and Thong. 


By the members of the old and new Connexions, jointly. 


n 
EE >> ô n+ 45.9.0 5 N 13 10 2 
, ˙ 12 17 © 
f LE LENDERS 10 10 6 
Total C. 36 17 8 

By the members of the new Connexion. 
3 
,,,, ͤ ͤ 3+ 45 firms 15 3 6 
25 3 0 
- 1. 40 6 6 


Now if what the members of our connexion have 


ſubſcribed at Shelley, and other places in the circuit, 


were added to the forty pounds fix ſhillings and fix- 
pence, we ſuppoſe it would make the whole fifty 
pounds, or thereabouts ; ſo that we had, as a ſociety, a 
juſt claim to about half the furniture. 


As it has been reported by our brethren that the ſet- 
tling of the goods had been propoſed by them, to be 
put to arbitration, we lay beſore the reader an account 
of what has paſſed between us upon the ſubjeR ; had it 
been propoſed to us, to have put the matter to indiffe- 
rent perſons, we ſhould chearfully have accepted it ; 
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but no ſuch propoſals were ever made. In order that 
the whole may appear plain, we ſhall give an account 
of the propoſal made by us to the ſubſcribers to the 
chapels in our connexion, as reference is made to it in 
what will appear hereafter. After the preachers, ſent - 
by the old Conference, were not admitted to/preach in 
the chapel at Huddersfield, the charge of diſhoneſty, &c. 
were brought againſt us. In conſequence, an addreſs was 
publiſhed to the truſtees in the old connexion, dated 
March 10th, 1798, ſigned by the truſtees of Huddersfield 
and Nottingham chapels, in which the following pro- 
poſal was made. 


% Let the members of the old connexion, who have 
« ſubſcribed to our chapels, come with an account of 
the money which they have paid towards them, and 
« we will pay it back, on condition, that the truſtees 
« of the old connexion ſhall pay the money back, 
* which the members of the new connexion have ſub- 
+ ſcribed to their chapels, and which are ſhut againſt 
* the preachers of the new itinerancy. Laſtly*— That 
the buſineſs may be fairly conducted, let a certain 
© number of friends be choſen by the truſtees of the 
„ chapels in diſpute, both by the old and new con- 
© nexion, to examine the accounts of the ſubſcribers, 
and ſettle the ſums that ought to be paid to the Truſ- 
tees of every chapel, and let their determination be 
+ FINAL,” 


In order that ſome concluſion might be made reſpe&. 
ing the furniture in the dwelling houſes, we made ap- 


If the aſſociate truſtees ſhould, at the next Briſtol Conference, 
think proper to appoint a committee of their body to fix the plan of 
this buſineſs, we will appoint a committee and act with them for the 
ſame pupoſe. > 
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plication to the preachers and other perfons concerned 
but could obtain no ſatisfactory anſwer; in the next 
place we appointed a meeting to be held in the chapel, 
and gave notice to our brethren in the old connexion, 
principally concerned, to attend, but none of them at- 
tended ; afterwards three of the truſtees waited upon 
them at one of their quarterly meetings, to inquire 
about the giving up of the houſes, and what they thought 
reſpetting dividing the furniture. An anſwer was prepar- 
ed in writing reſpecting the furniture, and read to them 
by one of the brethren, (as they were not allowed to 
have it;) the ſubſtance of which was, (as it referred to 
the goods, ) that it appeared, from written documents, 
that ſome where about three hundred pounds, had been 
ſubſcribed toward the chapel, and when the truſtees 
thought proper to divide that money, they would di - 
vide the goods. With reſpeQ to the above anſwer we 
obſerve, if they had any documents at all, in which 
the above ſum appeared, we are ready to declare them 
falſe : the propoſal made to the ſubſcribers as above, 
we apprehend to be a ſufficient anſwer to what they ſay 
has been ſubſcribed toward the chapel. In this ſtate 


the matter reſted, till the truſtees received the follow- 


ing letter. 


 « Brethren, 2 
„The ſundry papers, which have been ſent to 


„ ſent by you to Mr. Highfield, have been duly laid 


&© before us, and conſidered, In order that every thing 
„% may be done in the moſt upright manner, we have 
« formed a committee of the truſtees of the chapels in 
&« this circuit, and certain perſons appointed by the 
quarter day, as the proper repreſentatives of the peo- 
ple, and conſiſt of the following perſons, 


t 3 


10 « Eli Hobſon, 
- Truſtees for the chapels. 
1 155 1 92 a x 


* Matthew Butterworth, 


40 2 — 2255 Perſons a Nen by the 


« William Bolton, quarter day, as the pro- 


40 George Dyſ. per repreſentatives the 
« Joby Brook, © people. 
jamin Hardy, 


At a meeting held at Sepley, on Monday, July 2, 
1798, of the above perſons, it was reſolved that the 
following letter be ſent to the truſtees of Huddersfield 


chapel. 
„ Brethren, 


„In a printed addreſs, dated March 10, 1798, 
you propoſed a plan of accommodation, in order to 
„prevent the public in general, and the members of 
the old connexion in particular, from fixing upon 
you the charge of diſhoneſty, in taking the chapel at 
* Huddersfield, from them, and expellmg their preach- 
« ers. If in your addreſs you mean to include the whole 
methodiſt connexion, the plan cannot be brought to 
« effet; but would be very far from thinking you 
would propole it, becauſe of the impoſſibility of its 
being brought to operate; therefore we think you 
* can have no objection to your own plan being brought 
„into narrower limits, i. e. that you will confine it to 
„this circuit as it Rood before the diviſion took place, 
and, in that caſe, are prepared to meet you, having 
% * the ſaid committee to ſettle the buſineſs of 
D 3 


Shepley, July 2, 1798. 
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e this circuit, both as it reſpocts * Huddersfield, Shelley, 
and Lindley chapels, and the goods in the houſes. 
„That the accounts of the contributions which have 
been made towards building the chapels, &c. be pro- 
** duced at a proper meeting to ſettle the whole. We 
** requeſt, you will be ſo kind as to appoint ſuch per- 


+ ſons, as you think proper, to meet us in the chapel 


* on Shelley Bank-Bottom, on Thurſday, July 19th, 
1798, at two o'clock in the afternoon. We are in- 
* duced to att thus, to prove to you and the world, 


< that we intend to act according to the goſpel we pro- 
© feſs to believe. 


Our reaſon for appointing the meeting in Shelley 
© chapel, is becauſe. we think it the moſt central, but 
if you prefer any other place we will endeavour to 
« attend. 


Signed in behalf of the meeting, 
JOHN WOOD. 


% P. S. Direct your anſwer to Mr. Wood, and let 


4 him have it as ſoon as | pole, that he may have 
time to ſignify it to us.“ 


The following was the anſwer ſent to the above letter. 


* Theſe three chapels mentioned are all in the new connexion. Our 
plan it ſeems can operate where they think there is a proſpeQ of 


rereiving, but, on the contrary,” it cannot be brought to effet. It 


ſhould be conſidered, we do not view ourſelves, in this circuit, in 
any other light than a part of the body with which we are conneQed ; 
the letter was conſidered, from the propoſal made, only as a kind of 


<over or excuſe, to make che way for removing the goods. 


9 
« Brethren, | . 


We bave conſidered the contents of your 
* Ns dated Shepley, July ad, in which you pro- 
« poſe to reduce our plan, and confine it to Huddersfield 
* circuit, as it ſtood before the diviſion ; but as the 
Nottingham truſtees, &c. are joined with us in our 
printed letter, we cannot conſent to narrow our plan; 
© becauſe we do not intend it to extend through the 
% whole methodiſt connexion, but only ſo far as the 
« new itinerancy has ſpread, And we think that the 
t affociate truſtees (not the truſtees of any particular 
1 'chapel or circuit) are competent to ſettle the buſineſs 
of the whole at once, by appointing a committee to 
« aft with another choſen by us. But we will lay 
« your letter before our quarterly meeting, on Mon- 
« day, 23d July, and let you know their opinion of 
92 che buſineſs.” 


Accordingly their letter was laid before our quarterly 
meeting, and conſidered, and the concluſion was to 
abide by their propoſal made in their printed letter. 
As ſuch a few lines were ſent to them, we have not a 
copy by us at preſent, but the whole was nearly in ſub- 
Rance as follows : That they ſhould abide by therr pro- 
poſal made in their printed letter ; beheving it to be 
conſiſtent with that golden rule, of doing to others as 
they would be done unto. In anſwer to which we re- 
ceived the following letter. 


« Brethren, Hud. July 91, 1798. 


We received your letter, dated Hudders- 
« field, July 2g, in anſwer to ours, dated Shepley, 
« July 2, in which we propoſe to meet you, to make 
- 44 a final ſettlement of the chapels, and the houſehold 
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furniture in diſpute, in this circuit, —Wetake this op- 
i portunity to inform you, as you, in your letter to us, 
« ſignify, that you do not intend to enter into the buſi- 
* nels reſpeQng the chapels, agreeable to the propoſals 
made by us; we think it unneceſſary to meet about 
<« the furniture only, as we wiſh to make a final ſettle- 
© ment of the whole buſineſs, when we do meet; and 
«© we hope, according to that excellent rule you men- 


« tion, namely, the doing unto others as we would 
Gu — ſhould do unto us. 


ee eee 
JOHN WOOD, Circuit Steward.” 


After they had removed the goods, in the manner be- 
before-mentioned, we, on the ſame day, received the 
following letter. 


„ Brethren, Hud. Auguſt go, 1798. 


« As Mr. Highfield aſſured us he would deli- 
ver up the houſes, at the time your notice required, 
« we thought it our duty to remove the goods into ours 
« new houſe, as the people had committed them to 
© our care. We have left ſome things of value, which 
„% we might have removed, and ſhall be ready at any 
« time, to receive any propoſals: from you, reſpetting 
&« the goods, as propoſed in our letter, dated July ad, 
« 4798, 


We are yours affeQtionately, 


JOHN WOOD, 
JOSHUA MOORHOUSE, 
GEORGE DYSON, and 
JOHN BROOKE.” 


Is! 


« P.$. We will ſettle the rent of the houſes, and 
« deliver you poſſeſſion, as ſoon as you pleaſe.” 


On the above letter we would juſt remark : Had the 
people they ſpeak of, any right to commut to their care, 
that which was only theirs, in part ; and had the per- 
ſons, whoſe names are at this letter, any right to receive 
the ſame, only in part, and remove nearly the whole ? 
and when that was done, inſult (for we cannot look up- 
on it in any other light,) the brethren thus injured, by 
telling them, they have left ſome things of value they 
might have removed, when ſcarce any thing they could 
take away was left, as may be ſeen above. This is all 
the correſpondence we have had worth mentioning, re- 
ſpeQting the furniture. 


We cannot but remark a few things, in the firft let- 
ter received from our brethren, reſpecting the houſehold 
furniture. 

They think we cannot object to have our plan brought 
into narrower limits, i. e. that we will confine it to this 
circuit, as it ſtood befare the diviſion took place; and 
in that caſe are prepared to meet us, in order to ſettle the 
buſineſs of this circuit, as well with reſpect to the cha- 
pels of Huddersfield, Shelley, and Lindley, as the goods 
in the houſes. Then an account of the contributions, 
which have been made towards building thoſe chapels, 
&c. to be produced. 


Had we conſented to narrow our limits to this circuit 
only, are the propoſals made by our brethren conſiſtent 
with ours made 1n the printed letter, where we offered 
to pay back to the members of the old connexton what 
| they ſubſcribed to our chapels, provided they would re- 
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turn to us what we ſubſcribed to theirs? We ſhould 
have thought it abſurd to have propoſed to the truſtees 


of their chapels, to have brought an account of what had 


been ſubſcribed to them, both by the members of the old 
and new connexions, and by perſons not connected with 
either. For inſtance, what 1ight have we at Hudders- 
held to claim any part of the money ſubſcribed to the 
chapel at Holmfirth, if any, by perſons that are not in 
either connexion? On the fame ground, what right 
have the ſociety at Holmfirth to claim any part of the 
ſubſcriptions made to our chapel, by perſons who are 
not in either connexion, or who are dead ?—-We think 
neither fide has any right, further than that they and we 
have ſubſcribed to them. 


They then ſay they wiſh to prove to us and the world, 
that they intend to act according to the goſpel they pro- 
feſs to believe. Whatever their intention was then, 
we know not; but how they have done is well known: 
if we have any knowledge at all of the goſpel], we think 
they have oppoſed its precepts, whether we conſider the 
att itſelf or the manner of it.—Admitting that the Truſ- 
tees had robbed them of the chapels, &c. would that 
have juſtified them in alſo? 


Thus have we given a faithful and impartial account 
of the whole affair, as far. as we are able, not withhold- 
ing, deſignedly, any thing that might appear unfavour- 
able to us, in the ſteps we have taken, reſpecting either 
the diviſion or the chapet. 


P. S. It has been ſaid, we did not want an umon, but 
a diviſion, than which nothing can be further from the 
truth, What a few individuals might defire, we cannot 
ſay ; but the contrary was the deſire of the ſociety in ge- 
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neral. Some of the perſons, who probably may have, 
been conſidered the moſt warm in the cauſe, have fre- 
- quently declared, they would have done any thing in their 
power, conſiſtent with truth and a good conſcience, to 
have prevented a diviſion. Nothing but the obſtinacy of 
the preachers was the cauſe of the diviſion; and the trou- 
ble we have experienced on the occaſion, has cauſed ſome 
of us many ſleepleſs hours, when otherwiſe, we ſhould 
have been laid in filent repoſe. * Some of us have fre- 
quently declared in private, and we now do it in pub- 
hc, If it can be proved, that we deſired any thing un- 
ſcriptural, and unreaſonable, upon conviction, we will 
immediately renounce our error; but if that cannot be 
done, we deſire peaceably to enjoy the liberty of con- 
ſcience, which the ſcriptures and the laws of the land 
allow. 


Would it not have been more conſiſtent with the 
characters of miniſters of the goſpel, the ſervants of 
churches, nobly to have invited the diſſatisfied in ſome 
language like this: * Brethren, let us ſeriouſly exa- 
« mine the ſubjeAts in diſpute, by the word of God, 
„ and if we do exerciſe any power over you, not war- 
« ranted there, we will chearfully reſign it. If you 
© are deprived of any privileges you have a right to, 
« as chriſtians, we will no longer be the cauſe thereof. 
We ſay, would it not have been much better, than to 
have adted in the manner they have done ? and would 
not ſuch a conduR, if followed, have been greatly to 
their honour, and have gained them the full confidence 
and eſteem of the whole connexion ? 


We ſubmit what we have ſaid upon the diſagreeable 
ſubject, to the public, and perhaps if their minds had 


not been previouſly prejudiced by the odious appel- - 
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lations beſtowed upon us by our brethren, both in pub- 

lic and private, they would have been better qualified 

to have judged impartially, Above all, we commend 
ourſelves to the proteQtion of that God, who has ap- 
pointed a day, in which he will judge the ſecrets of 
men's hearts by Jeſus Chriſt, and when a juſt and im- 
partial diſtinQtion will be made between the tares and 
the wheat, between the hypocrite and the ſincere chriſ- 
tian; when every thing that can trouble the follower 
of the Lamb ſhall be ſor ever removed. And we pray 
that the time may ſpeedily come, when the ſpirit of 
perſecution, (although under the maſk of zeal for the 
cauſe of God,) ſhall be baniſhed from the earth ; and 

when pofeſſors of Chriſtianity, of every denomination, 

ſhall (as they ought) love, and ſeek each others welfare : 

and manifeſt as much zeal for the honour of Chriſt, and 
the increaſe of his kingdom, as has been manifeſted to 

increaſe the number of diſciples to a party. 


APPENDIX. 


WE have lately ſeen a circular letter, from the Con- 
ference, ſaying, that the chapel at Huddersfield was 
built by the ſubſcriptions of THE 1x friends, in various 
Circuits, ln what circuits, and by what friends, ſuch 
ſubſcriptions, as aſſiſted the ſaid work, were raiſed, 
may be ſeen, by referring to p. 21, 22.—lt ought to be 
remembered, that great numbers, who were their friends, 
have, from the impropriety of their conduQ, been re- 


eng 


They further add, that e eee 
in chancery, (which, at that time; THEY did not con- 
ſider as neceſſary,) the Truſtees had taken advantage of 
that circumſtance, and altered the ſame.Tbe alter- 
ation was firſt recommended by one of THE 1K friends; 
and whether the Truſtees afted as they ought, the rea- 


der will perceive, on peruſing p. 22. 


We have ſtated the reaſons for expelling their preach» 
ers from our chapel ; but the Conference, to make Q 
behaviour, on that occaſion, appear inhuman, deſcri 
us as turning them out, at the ſame time, from the cha 2 
and dwelling-houſe,——The fa is, they remained 
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their new dwelling was ready ; nor were they then turn- 
ed out, but left, in in the night, ay deſeribed ur in p. 25, 26- 
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Charitable donations might be ſolicited, without a- 
wakening pity by miſrepreſentation. A juſt cauſe needs 
not its aſſiſtanee. And we ennuot dorhear expreſſing 
our concern, that any perſons ſhould be To inſenſible of 
the importance of Truth, as to adopt meaſures which 


require the aid of Falſchogd. _ _ _ 
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